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REMARKS 

Claims U 2, 8 and 11-13 are pending* Claims 3-7, 9, and 10 have been canceled. The 
applicants respectflilly request reconsideration and allowance of this application in view of the 
above amendments and the following remarks. 

Claims 1-4, 7, 12, and 13 were rejected under 35 USC T03(a) as being unpatentable over 
the admitted prior art in view of the patent to Kimura et al aaims 3, 4 and 7 have beOT 
canceled and therefbre will not be discussed. As for claims 1. 2, 12, and 1 3, the applicants 
respect&Uy request that this rejection be withdrawn for the following reasons* 

Independent claim 1 has been amended to include the limitations of claims 3, 6, 7 and 9. 
Further, claini 1 now recites a drying step for removing the cleaning agent from the insert 
member by drying the insert member after the cleaning step. 

The drying step for removing cleaning agent from the insert member after the cleaning 
step is an important feature of the present invention. The drying step is perfonned by air blown 
on the insert member Support for these limitations can be found in, for example, the 
specification, page 12, lines 5-11, and page 18, lines 17-23. 

As a result, foreign matter produced by the machining is reliably removed, which reduces 
defects. Additionally, costs are reduced. Further, since air is blown on the insert member to 
remove die cleaning ^ent firom the insert member, the clearing a^nt is reliably and rapidly 
removed. 

As flie examiner pointed out, the admitted prior art (Japanese Patent No. 2746024) 
merely teaches the basic claimed process for making an insert molded product, but does not 
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teach cleaning the core prior to insert molding. Also, the admitted prior art also does not teach 
removing the cleaning agent from the insert member after the cleaning step. 

The patent to Kimura et al. (US Patent No.5,53 1 ,950) discloses a method of 
manufacturing a casing (30) for an electronic apparatus. The method includes a drying step. The 
drying step is carried out to prevent the coated adhesive from flowing out (see column 7, lines 
1 1-22). On the other hand, in die claimed invention, the drying st^ removes the cleaning agent 
from the insert manber. Therefore, the drying step in Kimura et al, is difiereat from tfiat in the 
present invention i 

The patoit to Kimura et al. also teaches that the alummum sheet (10) is degreased and 
washed using an organic solvent (acetone and ethanol) and then is dried (see column 7, lines 1 1- 
22). However, the Kimura et al. reference does not teach that air is blown on the insert member 
for removing the cleaning agent from &e insert member. Thus, the Kimura et al. reference fails 
to teach an important feature of the present invention and fails to suggest the need for the 
advantages Obtained by the drying. 

Independent claim 13 has been amoided in a manner similar to claim 1. Thus, claim 13 
is also patentable over the cited reiferences at least because the cited references, alone or in 
combination, frdl to disclose or suggest the drying step as claimed. 

Claims 5, 6 and 8 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over ttie 
admitted prior art in view of the patent to Kimura et al. and in view of the patent to Ruble, III 
(US Patent No.5,956,925). Claims 5 and 6 have been canceled and therefore will not be 
discussed. As for claim 8, the applicants respectfully request that this rejection be withdrawn for 
the following reasons. 
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Claim 8 has been amended to depend from claim 1 . ITierefore claim 8 should be 
patentable for the reasons given above with respect to daim 1 . TTiat is, the patent to Ruble. Ill 
(US Patent No.5,956.925) discloses a me&od for washing of componen ts (26) in a carrier tape 
(20). However, the patent to Ruble, HI does not teach a drying step for removing the cleaning 
agent from the insert member by air being blown on the insert member, as recited in claim 1 . 

Claim 9 was rgected under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over the admitted prior 
art in view of the patent to Kimura et al. and Gan^ (US Patent No.6.326,338 Bl). Claim 9 has 
been canceled and therefore wiU not be discussed. 

Claimll ^rBjectedunder35USC103(a)asbeingunpatentableovertheadmitted 
prior art in view of the patent to Kimura e/ al and in view of Tuominen (US Patent 
No.5,05l,l36). nie applicants respectfully request that this rejection be withdrawn for the 
following reasons. 

Claim U has been amended to depend from claim 1. Therefore claim 1 1 should be 
patentable for the reasons givesn above with respect to claim 1 . 

Tuominen (US Patent No,5,051,l36) discloses a technique directed to a pmcedut^ for 
washing circuit boards by using steam jet. Also, the Tuominen patent discloses a dtying step for 
diying the circuit board (see column 3 lines 39-44). However, the Tuominen patent does not 
teach a dtying step for removing the cleaning agent from the insert member by air being blown 
on the insert member, as recited in claim 1 . Thus, Tuominen foils to teach an important feature 
of the present invention and {aUs to suggest the advantages of that step. 

Also, the patent to Tuominen and the present invention are different in technical field. 
Accordingly, there is no motivation for one of oidinaiy skill in the art to combine the teduiique 
disclosed by Tuominen with the techniques disclosed in other cited references. 
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dependent cJaim 13 has been amended in a manner similar to claim 1. ITius, daim 13 
is also patentable over the cited references. 

In view of the foregoing, the applicants submit that this application is in condition for 
allowance. A timely notice to that effect is respect&lly requested. If questions relating to 
patentability remain, the examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone. 

If ther^ are any problems with the payment of fees, please charge any underpayments and 
credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 50-1147. 



Posz Law Group, PLC 

12040 South Lakes Drive, Suite 101 

Reston, VA 20191 

Phone 703-707-9110 

Fax 703-707-9112 

Customer No. 23400 



Respectfiilly submitted, 

JaifceslErBarlow 
RehVo. 32.377 
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